
That the City Council approve the Planning Commission's 
recomrnendation of approvai for a Prezon~ng for 5952 E. Pine 
Streei, The  rezoning will be from §an Joaquin County AU-20 to 

M-2, Heavy lndu 
ecl~ration ND-03- 

al. That the City Council also approves the recom~endation to certify 
as adequate environmental documentation for the project and initiate 

annexation of the properly into the 

: The 10-acre ~alantine property is located on the eastern edge of 
the City limits. The prope is bare except for an older farmhouse 
and barn adjacent to Pine reel. The properly is currently fallow 

t was farmed in past years. Most of the properties in the surrounding area are in the City I 
velope~ with a variety of in dust ria^ or commercial uses. Of the properties on the west sid 

e, there are only 4 properties in this area that are not in the City limits. 
ntine property, a small ~esidential property to the south, and the two 
orial C e m e t e ~  i~~mediately to the west. The cemetery properties 

have chosen to stay in the Co~nty, probably because they are already substantially developed and their 
type of activity does not currently require City services. The residen~~al property to the south has also not 
expressed any interest in annex in^. The property is already developed with a single~~aniily residence 
and there is i ~ ~ i ~ e d  po~en~ial t.o further develop because of its small 5ize and limited access, The area to 
the east, across the r ~ ~ l ? o ~ d  line is in the County and is p~imarily in agricultural use. There is a large fruit 

nd a winery northeast of the ~alant ine property that are in the County 

properties la the west wil 
h the ~ i a n ~ u l a r  shaped re 
sue r e ~ ~ ~ d i n ~  the ability 

ewhat isolated from the County except for a narrow 
property south of the ~alantine property. Ordinarily 

ounty to service the two properties. In this particular 
e area is at the edge of the City limits, with the County 
would only have to cross a few hundred feet of the 

situation, it should not be a 
located just west ~ C ~ Q S S  th 

y lo get lo the cemetery pr~perties. Additionally, because property is a cemetery, the demand for 
! W e  for either the sheriff 

property is by way of Victor 
fire pro~ect i~n should be very low. Even now, t 
./Hwy.l2 and Guild Ave., both, which are in th 

fastest way to get to the 



tine property is currently shown on the City's General Plan and is designa~ed HI, Heavy 
The ~ ~ c o m m e n d e ~  ~ ~ o ~ i n ~  from AU-20 to M-2, Heavy Industrial will make the zonin 

, The zoning will allow the prope~y to be developed with indus 
lopment. The subsequent annexation of the property will allo 

be  develop^^ with City utilities and services, as opposed to County services and a 
system and starm drain pond. The propQsal is a reasonab~~ reqwes~ and will permit the 
~ l ~ ~ ~ e n ~  of the ~ r ~ p e ~ y  ~ons is t~n t  with the surround in^ area. 

None 

KBiUM/lw 

Attachments 





To: Planning Commission 

C ~ ~ i ~ i ~ ~ i i ~ ~ i ~ ~ y  ~eveiopnient ~ ~ p a r t i ~ ~ e i i t  
January 28,2004 

'The request of Richard Gaiantiile for the Planning Commission's rccommendatioii o f  
approval to the City Council for an Annexation and Prezoning for 5952 East Pine Street. 
The prezoning is fiom AU, Agricul~nre-~rban Reserve (County), to M-2, Heavy 
~ ~ ~ d ~ ~ t r i ~ ~  (City). The request also includes a r~commei~dat;on that the City Council 
certify Negative ~eci~ratioii  ND-03- I3  as adequate eiiviroiiinental doeu~nen~ation for this 
proj ec?. 

CI: 

~ ~ j M ~ ~ ~ Y  
The proposed annexation is a 10-acre parcel currently in the County. The property i s  bounded 
hy Pine Street on the norrh, the Central California Traction t i ne  (CCT) on the east, a resi~eii~ia1 
pareei on the south and a vacant parcel owned by the n e i ~ h ~ o r i i i ~  Lodi Memorial Cemetery on 
the west. The cemetery properties arid the residential property to the south are in the Connty and 
have e!ected not to he included in the aniiexation. The arm north ofthe ~ a l ~ t i i i e  property is in 
the City limits. 

The proposed annexation will bring the property into the City limits. This, coupled with a 
change in zoning from the current County zoning of AU, A ~ r ~ ~ u l t n ~ e - ~ J r b a n  Reserve to a City 
zoning o f  M-2, Heavy industrial will allow the applicant to develop the property with industijai 

~. ~ ~ C K ~ ~ ~ ~ I N ~ ~  

The 10-acre Galantine property i s  located on the eastern edge oftlie City limits. Most o f  the 
p r o ~ e r t i e ~  in the sur~ound~ng area are in the City h i t s  and are developed with a variety of  
iiidustrial or con~nier~ , ia~  uses. Ofthe proper~ies on the west side o f  the CCT, there are only 4 
propexlies in this area that are not in the City limits. These properties include the Mant ine  
property, a residential property to the south, and the two properties owned by the Lodi Memorial 
Cemetery j ~ ~ ~ i ~ e d i a t e l y  to tlie west. The cemetery properties have chosen to stay in the County, 
probably because they are already developed on their larger pace1 and that their type of' activity 
does not require City utiiities. 'The resideii~~al property to the south has also not expressed any 
interest in a ~ i i i e ~ i n ~  into the City. 'The property is already developed with a sin&ie~fami!y home 
and there i s  limited potential ?o develop fualier because o f  limited street access. The area to the 
east, across the traction h e ,  is in the County arid is primarily in a~ricul tu~dl  use. There i s  a large 
fruit packing shed arid a winery just. northeast ofthe Galantine property that is also in the 
County. These properties will remain in the County. 

Pvlr. ~ a l ~ i i t ~ ~ i e  would like to develop the property with industrial uses similar to surrounding 
uses. lie could develop in the County but he would be much more limited in what types of  uses 
he corild have on the property, The County could not provide public water, sanitary sewage or 
storm drainage. iEhe can develop in tlie City, he can coiuiect to the necessary public utilities and 
also obtain City police and fire protection. 

uses. 



~~ A 1 
?l ie proposed aiiiiexiir.ion ol' the Galantins propeily to the City o f  L,odi appears to be a rcasoiial>!e 

Ci:] h i i t s .  C!irreiitly, hi. CCT line foims ilie easteni boundary o f  die City both 
imrtli and  souili of the subject property, .The only uniisuai aspcct of the proposal i s  thar the 2 

t and i!ie resideiitial property to Ihe south will remain in the 
ixlie,t of County land aliiiost encompassed by tlie City. Ordinarily th is  might 

thr  ability o f t l i e  Cour 
fire and  policc proiection. l i i  this siiiiatioir. 

io  provide senice to the properties, particularly 
hoiild not be a significant probleiii. 'The area i s  at 

e C'ourzt~; provides police and fire sexvice to properties just 
Street and Sargent ISo:ici, iiicluding a large h i t  packing 

tpx;i:ioi? just cast oi'ibe Gal;mtjne iwoperty. li would iiot be ii sigiiific.ani probIe,iii to drive a few 
hund1-d feet 11ir.ougiii t h e  C i l )~  io sci-vice a Coiiiiry property. Additionally, becaiise, the psoperties 

tiiig ceinc%x\, tlie putuniial ilcmaiid for County services is limited. There are a i'ew 
)n i i ie p:opert:k-, but othernke :be land i s  planred in grass and trees interspersed with 

gimxsites. The sairic i s  iriie for police service. 'The cemetery does not gei ierl~le a sigliiicant 
demarid hi- Slicriffs' s e n i c e  because oftlie nature o f  t l ie land use. Even now. ii'tliere was a call 
for a sherir"s squad car, iiie Fastest way to the cemetery is prohabiv by way of'City streets. It 
n.ould he rensoiiable for the C;iilaiitiiie prope to be able to develop in the City with full City 
titiiilics ail(! street improveii~cits as opposed to developing in the Couiicy with private water, 
sewer and stonsi dra.inage. 

Y!e preioniiig io M-2, Heavy Industrial i s  a reasonable request. The z,oning will ii?atc!i the 
existiiig zoning on s ~ ~ r ~ o i ~ n d i n ~  City properties and allow development consistent with 
surrouiidiiig uses. The property has a cuimnt City Genera! Plan designation of H - T ,  Heavy 
indusifial and tlie City has piaimed the area foi- industrial development. 

.- 
lie City has W I T ! ~  d the project for potential eiivironmeiital impacts. The process requires that 

pol'eiitiai areas orinipaci are identified and a level of signific.ance assessed. This  project was 
found to have no si.qirlcaiit impacts. Documents to attest to this are provided in the attached 
docuiiients. A Negative Declaration (ND-.03-131 has been determined to be adequate 
~ n ~ ~ i ~ o ~ ~ i i e n ~ a l  documenlalion for this project. 

 TI^^^ 
S ~ ~ f f r ~ , ~ ( ~ ~ ~ n ~ i ~ ~ ~  that the Planning Commission recommend approval to the City Couiicil of  tile request 
of Richard Gelanhe f o ~  his requested Annexation and prezoning for 5952 East Pine Sheet, and a 
rc~or~~!iieiidaI.Ion that the C i q  Council certify Negative Declaration 39-03-13 as adequate e~ivironmental 
documentation for the projeer. The :ec.onimcndatioiis shall be subject to rhe cwnditions listed in the 
anached resnlution 

Senior Plaiiiier Coniniuiiity De\-elopment Director 
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January 28,2004 

Galantine Annexation, AX-03-01 
PrezoneNo. 2-03-92 

The request of Richard Galantine for the Planning 
C o m ~ i s s i o n ~ s  recoI~~endatioii of the approval to the City 
Council for an Annexation and Prezoning for 5952 East Pine 
Street. The property has a City General Plan designation of H-I, 
Heavy ~ ~ i d u ~ t r i a l  and a County zoning o f  A-U, A ~ r i c ~ ~ l t ~ a l ~  
Urban Reserve. The request is to prezone the property to M-2, 
Heavy industrial to make it consistent with the General Plan 
( i e s i~ I i a~ io~ .  

5952 East Pine Street (APN 0 4 ~ - 0 9 0 - i 3 ~  

Richard Galantine 
901 South Cherokee Lane 
L.odi, CA 95240 

Richard Galantine 

~ ~ e ~ i s t ~ ~ s  
The Property IS a 19-acre parcel that is currentiy vacant except for an older residence 
adjacent to Pine Street. The propeny appears to have been f&mxl in the past but is 
c u ~ e n t l ~ ~  not planted with any crops. 

~ ~ ~ 1 1 :  H-I, I-Ieavy Industr~ai (City) and 1,-I, Lii~iited-Indu~tr~al (S.J Co.) 
A-U, ~ g r i c u I t ~ a l ~ ~ J r h a n  eserve (S.J. Co. desi~nation) 
10 acres. 

dustrial 011 the north side of  Pine Street. Dart 
a. large ~ n ~ ~ ~ i u f a c t u r ~ n ~  facility n o r ~ ~ i w c ~ t  of the site, 

with plans for a possible expansion. There is also some vacant 
industrial acreage. 
A 4 J ?  A ~ r i ~ u l t u ~ ~ l ~ ~ J ~ b ~  Reserve (S.J. Co.) and M-2, IHeavy Industrial. Tliere 
i s  a i .'?-acre pie-shaped parcel directly south ofthe Galantine property that is 
in the county and zoned ,4-U. The property has a sing~e-family residence, 
Further south, across the Central California Traction Line (CCT) is a large 
industrial warehouse and other industrial uses. 
AG-40, General A~r icu l~ure  (S.J. Co.), directly east across the CCT 
railroad and I-I,, Limited Industrial (S.J. Co.) to the northeast. On the 

ast: 



east, the land uses are agrieuiture~ with scattered residences. To the 
northeast, just outside the City limits i s  a imge fruit packing operation 
that fionts on Pine Street and north o f  that a winery that fronts oii 
Victor RoadiI-Iwy 12 east. 
M-2, Heavy Industrial, P-F, Public Facility (SJC) and A-U, 
A g r i c u l t u ~ e - ~ r ~ ~  Reserve (SJC). The two properties immediately to 
west ofthe subject property are owned by the Lodi Memorial 
Cemetery. The western most property contains the cemetery and 
related buildings and i s  zoned P-F (Public Facilities) by the County. 
The other properly located between the Galantine property and the 
cemetery is vacant and will be used for futwe expansion o f  the 
cemetery and is zoned A-U. Further to the west are parcels in the City 
limit that are d e ~ , e l o ~ e ~  with various industrial and commercial uses. 

est: 

'The Galantine property is at the eastern edge of Lodi. The CG'T that rclns along the east 
side ofthe property generally forms the eastern edge of the City limits. Properties lo the 
wcst me geiieraliy in ihe City and properties east o f  the Ce?' Line are generally outside of 
t.he City. 'The subject area is one o f  the last pockets o f  County 1a.iid west o f  the tracks. 
The a d . j ~ ~ ~ n ~ ~ i ~  two cemetery properties to the west and a small residential property to the 
south are the only properties west ofthe tracks that will remain in the County ifthe 
Calmtine property i s  annexed. These properties have chosen not to he included in the 
annexation. Except fbr the cemetery properties and the small residential property to the 
south. the ~ e ~ a i i i i ~ ~ ~  properties west of the track are zoned industrial and most of the 
propen'ies are dcveloped with some type of  industrial use. The area east ofthe tracks i s  
generally in agricultural use except for the packing warehouse and the winery to the 
northeast. 

The Galantine property was once a small farm with a residence. It does not appear that 
the iand i s  being actively fanned and the iaid is fallow. The applicant would like to 
anricx the property into the City, connect to City water, sewer and storm drainage, and 
develop the property with conimercialiindnstriai uses. 

p r ~ p ~ e d  in a c c o ~ d ~ ~ c ~  with CEQA. This 
~ o c ~ e n t  adequately addresses possible adverse e n v i r o ~ ~ e n ~ l  effects of  this project 
No s ~ g n i ~ ~ a ~ i t  impacts are ant~cipated. 

Lcgd Notice for the ~nnexati~ji i  and Prezoniiig was published on January 17, 2004. A 
total o f  6 notices were sent to all property owners of  record within a 300-foot~radius of  
the subject property. 

03-P-0 [Or 2 



~ ~ ~ f ~ ~ e c o m r n e ~ ~ s  that the ~ l ~ i n ~  ~ o ~ r n ~ ~ s i o n  approve the request of R ~ c h a ~ d  
~ a l a i ~ t ~ ~ e  ?or a 1 0-acre ai~nexatio~ to the City of Lodi and the prezoning of the property 
to M-2, Heavy ~ i idus~r~a l .  

Approve the Request 
~ o ~ l ~ ~ n u ~  the Request 

1.  Vicinity Map 
2. Negative ~ e ~ ~ a r a ~ i o n  

3, Draft Resolution 



MINUTES 

LODI C l W  PI AWING ~ ~ ~ M ~ S S I ~ N  

CARNEGIE FORUM 
305 WEST PINE STREET 

LODI, C A ~ ~ ~ R N I A  

The Planning (~oinInissioii met and was called to order by ~ h a i r ~ ~ n  Mattheis. 
(~i)~nmiss~on~rs  Present: Eddie Aguirre, Dennis Raugan, Randall Heinitz, Gina Moran, David 

~ o m m i s ~ i o n ~ ~ ~  Absent: None 
Othcrs Present: 

ROLL CALL 
Phillips, Dennis White, and Chairman. Mattheis 

Konradt Bartiam, Community Development Director, Mark Meissner, 
Associate Planner, and L isa  Wagner, Secret.ary. 

( ~ ~ ~ i ~ j i a t i o ~  oEH-I, Heavy Industrial and a County zoning of' 1-L, Limited Indusirial. 
The request was to Prezone the property to M-2, Heavy Industrial to make i t  consistent 
with the Geiieral Plan designation. The subject property was a 10-acre parcel located 
just east o f  the Lodi Mentorial Cemetery. The request for annexation would be going 
through the LAFCO process once i t  is approved by the City Council. When the 
property is developed it will be an irifill project s ~ ~ o u n d e d  by other in dust ria^ uses. 
Staff was ~ e c ~ ~ i ~ e n d ~ i i ~  approval of the requests. 

~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ n i ~ s ~ o n e r  Meinitr asked if the cemetery would remain in the County'? Mr. 

annexed into the city. 
artlam replied that it would remain in the County since they were relueiant to be 

rirx to lie 

No one came forward to speak on the matter. 

erri 

The Planning Commission on motion of ~ o r n ~ ~ i s ~ i o n e ~  Heinitz, ~ ~ a u g a n  second voted 
to approve the request. of Richard ~alanti i ie and to r e c o n i ~ ~ ~ n d  approval to the City 
Council for the ~ n n e x a t i o ~ i  and Prezoning for 5952 East Pine Street hy the following 
votc: 
AYES: ~ o ~ n n i i s ~ ~ o n e r s :  Aguirre, H a u ~ ~ n ,  Heinitz, Moraii, Phillips, and 

NOES: ~ o ~ n i i s s i e i i e r s :  
ABSENT: ~omm~ss~o i i e r s :  White 
A ~ ~ T A ~ :  ~onin i i~s~o: ie rs  

Chairman Mattheis 

1 -28.doc 1 
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acres ~ d , i ~ e e R t  to the 
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The e i i ~ i ~ ~ n ~ s i ~ k a i  f a ~ ~ i ) ~ s  s ~ ~ c ~ ~ d  below ~ o u l d  e ~ o t e n ~ i a i i y  affected by this ~ ~ o j e c t ~  iuvolying at 
least one impact that IS a ~ ~ o t e n ~ ~ a i l y  S i g n i ~ ~ a i i t  I ~ p a c ~ ' '  by the c h ~ c ~ l i s t  on the following pages. 

S 

USE AND ~ ~ A ~ ~ ~ N ~ .  
~ ~ ) ~ 4 1 ~  tlre p ~ ~ ~ f i . ~ ~ ~  

a) Conflict with generai plan d e s i ~ i i ~ t i o n  or zoning? 

b) Conflict with app~ic~b ie  ~ ~ " i r o ~ m e ~ t ~ i  plans or policies adopted by 
; ~ ~ e ~ c i ~ ~  with j n r i 5 ~ ~ ~ c t i ~ n  over the project? 

c)  Be ~flcoii?p~{ibie with existing land use in the vicinity? 

d) Affert u ~ r i c ~ l i u r a ~  ~ e s o ~ ~ c e s  or a~eratioiis (e.p., ini~acts  to soils or 
~ ~ r i ~ i ~ n ~ s ~  or impacts from i i~com~atibie  land uses)? 

r divide the ~ ~ y s i c a l  a r r a n ~ e i n e ~ t  ofan e s t ~ ~ i i s h e d  
i y  ( i~c~,idiRg a low-ii,come or minoriiy c o ~ m u n i ~ y ) ?  

II  ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ A ~ l ~ ~  A N  

a) CuR~Mla~ ive i~  exceed o f ~ c i a l  regional or local ~Rpuia~ ion  projections? 

b) Induce 5 u ~ s t a n t i a ~  growth in an area either directly o r  i " ~ i r e c t 1 ~  (e.g., 
in an i:ndevelopo~ area or e~tension of major 

c) ~ i ~ ~ l a ~ e  existing ~ i a u s i n ~ ,  especially ~ f f ~ ~ d ~ ~ l e  h a ~ s i ~ ~ ?  

~~'~,M~f~ f h ~ p ~ , , p ~ s i ~ ~  reslilf h or expuse peoplt. If, ~ ~ ~ f ~ ~ , f i ~ l  irnpncls invulvirrg: 

a )  Fault ~ ~ ~ t ~ ~ ~ ?  

b) Seismic ground sliaking? 

6) Seismic ground Rilure, i n c 1 " ~ i n ~  Iique~actioR'~ 

d) Seirhe, tsunami, or volcanic hazard? 

s of  

Poicntially 
S i~n i~cnnl  

Unless 
mitigation 

l"~"rporated 
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e) Erosion, c~ai iges in topograpky or unstable soil c o ~ d i t i ~ ~ s  from 
excavation. grading or fill? 

fj ~ubsidence o f  lartd? 

8) E x ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ i v e  soils? 

k) L%ique ~eo log ic  or  pi~ysica~ features? 

a) Changes in a b ~ o r ~ t i o ~  rates9 draina~e ~ ~ t t e r n s ,  or the rate and a m ~ ~ " t  of 
surface runoff? 

b) ~ % p u s ~ r e  of people or p ~ u ~ ) e r t ~  to water relnted Ihazards such as 
~ o o d ~ l i ~ ?  

c) ~ i s c ~ i ~ r ~ e  in to  surface waters or other alte~ation of surface water qua lit^ 
(c.&., t e ~ p ~ r a t M F ~ ,  dissolv~d oxygen or tur~idity? 

d) Changes in the amount o f  surface water ill any water body? 

e) Changes in e v r ~ e ~ h t s ,  or the course or directioii of water ino~ei"gn~s? 

c in the qu~ntity (rfgmumd water, either t i I r o u ~ h  direct ai idi~i ( ,"~ or  
awats, or t ~ r o , ~ ~ h  in~eree~~tian of an aquifer by cuts or excavsiion 

or t h r o ~ g ~  s ~ ~ s t a R t i a ~  loss o f  ground water r ~ c h a r ~ e  c ~ p a b ~ l i t y ?  

g)  ere^ d i ~ ~ s t i o ~  or rate o f  flow of ~ ~ o " ~ ~ w ~ t e ~ ?  

h)  pa^^ to ~ r o u ~ ~ ~ a t e ~  quality? 

in the ~ m o u ~ l  of ~ro~lndwatgF utherwise availa~le  for 

~~~1~ f i l ~ F r u ~ u s u l :  

a) Violate any air quality standard or c o n t ~ i ~ ~ t e  to an existing or ~ ~ o j ~ ~ t e d  
air ~ ~ a l i t s  ~ i o l a t i ~ n ?  

b) Expose sensitive receptors to p o l l ~ t a , ~ t ~ ?  

c) Aiter air ~ ~ v e ~ ~ n t ,  moisture, or iein~erature, or ENUS$ any change i n  
climate? 

d) Create o b j e c t i o n a ~ ~ ~  odors? 

Potentially 
Signifiesnt 

t!nless 
m i t ~ ~ a l i " ~  

Incorporated 
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~ R d a ~ ~ e ~ e i j ,  threatelic~ or rare species or their habitats ( i ~ c l ~ d i n ~  but not 
limited to plants, fish, insects, ~ n i m ~ l s ,  and birds? 

Locally ~ e s i g n a t e ~  species (e.g., heritage trees)? 

Locally ~ ~ s i g ~ ~ t e ~  i ~ a t ~ r a l  communiti?s (e.g., oak foresl, coastai 
habitat, etc.)? 
~ ~ ' ~ ~ l a n ~  ~ a ~ i t ~ t  (e& marsh, riparian, and vernal pool)? 

~ i l ~ l i ~ e  dispersal R l i ~ ~ a t i o n  corridors? 

VIII. ~ ~ E R ~ ~  AND ~ I ~ ~ R A ~ ,  
~ ~ u ~ d  (Ire p$i~i~o~ui: 

a) ~ o n ~ i ~ , ~  with adopted energy c~l lservat iol l  plan? 

b) Use ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ n e ~ ~ a b l ~  ~ ~ 5 o ~ ~ c e s  in a wasteful and inefficient m a ~ n e r ?  

(if future value to the region arid the residents of lhc State: 
esult in the loss o ~ a v a i l ~ b i l i t y  o f a  known m i ~ i ~ r ~ l  resffurce that would be 

rvffu/o # I ~ ~ ~ ~ U j l f f . C ~ [  involve: 

8 )  A risk of a c c i ~ e ~ t ~ ~  e x ~ i o s i o ~  or release of  ~ahardous substances 
~ i R ~ ~ u d i i ? g ~  but not iiinited to, oil, ~esticides, c ~ e ~ i c a i s ,  or rHdia~ion)? 

b) ~ ~ s § i ~ l e  i n t e ~ ~ ~ r e ~ c e  with air emer%eflcy response plan or emergency 
e ~ a c ~ a ~ ~ a i ~  plan? 

6 )  The creation o f  any healih hazard or pot.?lltial health hazard? 

d) ~ ~ p o ~ u r e  of people to existing sources of pot~iitial  health Irazards? 

E) ~ n ~ r ~ a s e ~  fir? hazard in areas with ~ a m m a ~ l e  brush, grass, or trees'! 

x. NOISE. 
WaUfd t~~~)FO~JffSu[ FeYIIh ifr: 

a) Increase in existing noise levels? 

b) Ikiposure of people to severe noise levels? 

Less tlmn 
S i ~ n ~ ~ c ~ n i  ho 

lrnpnct Impact 
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a) ~ i s t u r ~  ~ ~ i e o n ~ o l ~ ~ i ~ a l  r g s o ~ ~ ~ ~ s ?  

c) H a r e  the ~ o t e ~ ~ i ~ l  iu Cause a physical ebenge, which would affect , * " i ~ ~ e  
a!thnic c~ l turn i  values? 

impact area? 

xv. EATION, 

estriet existing religious or sacred uses withiii the potential 

~ ~ ~ f d  t ~ ~ p r ~ p ~ . s ~ i :  

~ e ~ $ ~ a ~ ~ o ~ a i  f a c ~ l ~ t ~ e ~ ?  
a) Increase the demand for i ~ e i ~ ~ ~ ~ r i i o f f ~  or regional parks or other 

b) Affect reerestion o p p a ~ t ~ " i t ~ e s ?  

7 



~ ~ , t ~ " t i ~ i l ~  
Signinrant 

Potentially I:nlrsr Less than 
Significant mitigation Signifirnnt No 

Impact lneorpor8tcd Impact l n i p ~ c f  

oes the project have the p o t ~ n t ~ ~ ~  to ~ ~ g r a ~ e  the quality oftbe e ~ v ~ r o ~ m e n t ,  substa~it~ally reduce tlie habitat of 
a fish or ~ ~ i i d ~ i f e  species, cause a Fish or wild~ife ~ o p u l ~ t i o n  to drop below s ~ f f ~ s u s t a i n i n ~  levels, t l ~ r e ~ t ~ ~  to 
e ~ ~ n i i ~ a t ~  a plant or animal ~ o i n ~ i I n i ~ ,  reduce the number or restrict the range o f a  rare or eIidaiigeKed plant 
ox sn imd or e ~ i m i ~ a t e  iinportaRt e x a i n ~ i ~ s  ofthe major periods 0 ~ ~ n I i f o r " i a  liistory or ~ r e - l ~ ~ s t o ~ ~ ?  

b) Does the project have the ~ o t e ~ t i a i  to achie\e siI~Tt-term, to the d i ~ a d v a n t ~ ~ ~  of I 
goalq~? 

c )  Does the projecl have impaets that are ind iv~~ual ly  iiiaited, but eumuiati~ely e o ~ ~ i d e r a b l ~ ?  ~ C u m " I a t i " e 1 ~  
c o n s i d ~ ~ ~ b l e "  means that tlie ~ncrement~ l  effeeis of a project are c o n s i d e r ~ b l ~  when viewed in connection with 
the effects o f  past projects, the effects o f  other current projects, and the effects of pro~able future proj~cts) 

d) Does the project have eiIviro~men~dl  effects, which will c.aihse substan~ial adverse effects on liuman beings, either 
directly or iRdi r~c t l~ '?  

Earlier analyses may he wed where, pursuant to the tiering, p r o ~ K ~ n i  EIR, or other CEQA process, one or 
more effects have been ~ d e ~ u R ~ e ~ ~  ~ n a l ~ z e d  in earlier EIR 01 negative declaratioi~. Section 1 5 ~ 6 ~ ~ c ~ ( 3 ) ( D ) .  

Earlier analyses used. 

June 1991. City of tod i  General Plan EIR. 'This area was ident i~ed  in the Lodi General Plan and 
discusse~ in the E n ~ i ~ o n m e R ~ l  Impact Report SCW# 9 ~ 2 0 2 ~ 6  

ther than "No Impact". 

G 

As stated in the project desc~iption the project i s  a change in jur~sdiction from San 
Joiquin County to the City o f  h d i ,  and establishiii~ City hiid use designations. The 
~ o ~ n ~ u n i t y  ~ e v e l ~ p m ~ i ? t  epartment flnds that the proposed actions o f  the City will not 
have a physical effect on i e ~ v i r o n ~ e n t .  We do however; a~lcnowled~e that the actions 

ate fut.ure devciopment o f  the properly for i~~di:s~rial development. When the City 
receives application for development o f  this parcel it would be a new prqject and would 
therefore he subject to a separate and more detailed environmental review. 

itenis (c) and (d). The property in question i s  currently designated Ell, I-Ieavy Industrial, 
i n  the City's Genera1 Plan. The prezoning to M-2, Elcavy Industrial will bring the 
properly into conformance with the Geiieral Plan. 'This designation will also be 
consistent with the County ~ e ~ ~ e r a l  Plan, the County zoning designa~ion of All, 
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ u ~ ~ n r ~ - ~ ~ r b a : i  Rcserve and the County zoning of l-L> Limited Industrial. 'These 
d ~ s i ~ n a ~ i o n s  anticipate iiidustriai deve~o~~inent  taking place in an orderly, compact 
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manner wiieii needed public services and facilities are available. The subject property i s  
adjacent to deve~~)ped properties on three sides and fronts on a paved public street. 
iltility extensioiis and further street improvei~ents will be made when the property i s  
developed in the future. 

1 he project will convert nine-acres of  agricultural land to a non~agricult~ral use. One 
acre has already been developed v d h  the existing ~a~nihouse and related structures. 
~ ~ t l ~ ~ ~ ; ~ ~ h  this represents a loss of prime agricultural land, the loss of this nine-acres is not 
considered a s ig~i i~cant  loss o f  agric~ltural land. The property in question is bordered on 
three sides by ~ o ~ - a ~ r j c u ~ t u r ~ ~  devclop~ent and on the forth side by a railroad track. 
Because o f  this location, the property is already isolated from other farming operations. 
Also, because o f  the small size of the property, economically farming the parcel would be 
very difficult. in fact, it. appears that the parcel has not beerr actively farmed for a 

Al l  of the land in and around Lodi i s  prime agricultural land. Consequently, it is not 
possible to develop any property in Lodi without removing faimland. Over the years 
Lodi iias ~mple~ei i ted  a policy of  developing incrementa~ly out from our core to avoid 
leapfrog d e ~ e ~ o ~ m ~ r i ~ .  that would pr~inaturely impact a~rieulture. The result has been 
that Lodi has very clear edges to ow City Limits. On the eastern edge of L.odi, the Central 
California Traction Line forins the City limit line and the General Plan boundary for most 
of the City. 1Lodi.s poIicy orcontignoLis deve , lop~en~ along with a 2% residential growth 
limit has made todi one o f  the most compact cities in the Central Valley. This has 
reduced the prematirre coiivcrsioii o f  fari~iland and helped mitigate the loss of prime 
a ~ r i s u ~ ~ u r ~ ~  land. 

, .  

number or v ~ ~ s .  

The project will have no impact on pop~latioii or housing 

The Pro'ect area i s  located in the San Joaquin Valley portion of the Central Valley o f  
ia. A sequence of sedimentary rocks up to 60,000 feet thick has filled the valley. 
t rocks composed o f  ine~~~sediments, volcanic, and granites underlie these 

de,posits. The ~ ~ d l a n d  Fault Zone i s  the nearest seismic area, and lies approxinia~ely 20 
miles west of  Lodi, Based upon the inactive status of this fault, the area has not been 
i d e ~ t ~ ~ e d  as a Special Studies Zone witliiii the de~nitions o f  the Alquis~-Priolo Act. 
Appropriate ~ons~ruct~nn standards will be utilized to conform to Seismic Zone 3 
r e q ~ ~ ~ e n ~ e ~ i ~ ~ .  'There are no significant irnp;\cts. 

At present, the applicant does not have a specific use for the property. Given the General 
Plan and Zoning ~ e s i ~ a t i o i i  for the proper"y, i t  will probab~y develop with indus~rial 
uses. Depending on the type o f i ~ d u s t ~ i a l  developi~ent, it is possible that when 
de~eloi~ed, the I0 acres could result in less water usage then if the property were used for 
agricultural purposes. When a specific development pian i s  submitted for the property, a 
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project specific enviro~iiiiei~tal review will be conducted. ‘The City does not anticipate 
any problem providing adequate water to the property. 

v I 
Auiiexa~ioii,  ending the general plan land use desi~nation, and prezoning of this 

roperty wili not have an effeci on the eriviromne:it. ‘The San Joaquin Valley Air 
oilutioii Control District ~ S ~ V A P ~ ~ )  was consulted in this regard and they have 

confir~~ied that the proposed project wili not have an impact on the e i i v ~ r o ~ ~ e i i t .  

The hture ~ c v e l o p m ~ n t  o f  the project site may cause a small decrease in ambient air 
yuaiity s t ~ d a ~ d s  md increase air emissions. Chapter 15, Air Quality, of the City of Lodi 
General Plan ~ i~vi ronn~enta l  linpact Report states that the City of  Lodi will coordinate 
de~,clopm~nt  project review with the Sari Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District 
(SJVAPCDj in order to minimize future increases in vehicle travel and to assist in 
~ ~ ~ ~ p ~ ~ i n c n t i ~ i g  any indirect source ~ e ~ ~ ~ l a t i o n s  adopted by the SJVAPCD. 

In order to determine the significance of potential air quality impacts we have utilized the 
SJVIU’CD “Guide for a s ~ e s s i n ~  and mitigating air quality impacts.” According to this 
~ o ~ ~ ~ ~ e i i ~ ,  we have ~e~ermincd  that the project falis within the “’Small Project Analysis 
Level (SPAL),” and does not require ftirther air quality analysis. Although the project 
does not ii-ivolve any d e ~ ~ e l o ~ m e ~ i t  at rhis point, the City o f  Lodi will iinpiernent impact- 
reducing ineasures prescribed by the Sail ~ o ~ q n i n  Valley IJnified Air Pollution Control 
District in order t.o rcduce the po~er~iial impact from fugitive dust (PM-10) due to earth 
inoving atid other c~nstruction activities. ‘The “ ~ e ~ u l a t i [ ~ i i  VIII control measures” are 
listed as folio\w 

Ail disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for 
construc~i(~ii purposes, sliall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, 
chetnical stabilizer/suppressant., covered with a tarp or other suitabie cover or 
vegetative ground cover. 
All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively 
stabilized o f  dust emissions using water or chemical stabiiizer/suppressd~it. 
All land clea.ring, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut & fills, 
and demolition activities shall be effectively controlled of  fugitive dust emissions 
utilizing ~ p p ~ i c a ~ i o n  o f  w-ater or by presoaking. 
With the demoii~iori ofbL~ildings up to six stories in height, ali exterior surfaces of 
the building shall be wetted during demolition. 
When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, or effectively 
wetted to h i i t  visible dust emissions and at least six inches of  freeboard space from 
the top ofthe container shall be maintained. 
All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumuiati~:~ of  mud or dirt 
from adjacent pubiic streets at the end of each workday. (The w e  ofdry ,~otar;. 
~ ~ ~ 1 ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ s  i s  ~ x ~ ~ e . ~ ~ ~ p ~ ( ~ ~ ~ h i ~ e ~  except where preceded or uccompanied by sufficient . .  
welting io limii the visible dust enzissions.) (lise qfhlawer devices is expressly 
l ivh idden.) 
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~ ~ ) l l o w i i i ~  the addition of materials to, or the removal of materials from. the surface 
o f  outdoor storage piles, said piles shall he effectively stabilized of fugitive dust 

issions utilizing sufficient water or chemical stahilize~/suppressaiit. 
tiiiu urban areas, trackout shall be immediat~iy removed when it extends 50 or 

more feet from the site and at the end of each workday. 
Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and trackout. 

By i ~ ~ p ~ e ~ n e n ~ i n g  the measures above, the temporary impacts from construction (primary 
iiiipacts) on air qiiality will be reduced to less than significant levels. 

In addition, the City is reducing ~ n i ~ a c ~ s  from vehicle emissions (secondary impacts) by 
i ~ ~ l e m e i i t i ~ i ~  ~ r o g ~ a ~ ~ i s  for alternate t ~ ~ i i s p o ~ a t i o n .  Programs such as the City's Dial-A- 
Ride system, which i s  a door-to-door service; or the Grape Line, which is a fixed route 
transit system; or the City's Bicycle T~anspo~at ion  Master Plan; or even the recent 
~ ~ i t r o ~ ~ ~ c t i o n  of Amtraic rail service to the City's Mul t i -~odal  station will help to reduce 
vehicle emissions. The City's programs along with the programs at the Federal, State, 
aiid iGmnty levels will help to reduce vehicle emissions created by this project to Less 
than significant Ievels. 

TA cu 
Additional vehicle trips will affect transportation patterns relative to existing traffic loads 
and street capacity in the immediate project area. in order to reduce impacts from 
a d d ~ ~ ~ o ~ i a l  traffic, "The City shall review new devel~pmen~s  for consistency with the 
General Plan Circuiatioi~ Element and tlie Capital Impro~ements Prograni. Those 
~ ~ ~ , ~ I o p m e ~ t s  found to he consistent with the Circulation Element shall be required to 
p a y  their fkir share of traffic impact fees. 'Those developments found to be  ene era tin^ 
inore traffic than that assumed in tlie Circulation Element shall be required to prepare a 
site-specific traffic study and fund needed i m ~ ~ o v e m e i ~ t s  not identified in the capital 
impr~venients program in addition to paying their fair share of the traffic impact fees." 
'The ti-af'iic impact fee will be used to finance future improvements such as traffic signals 
and street widening projects for older intersections and streets congested by new 
d e ~ ~ ~ ~ p i ~ e n t .  

When the propei?) is developed, the builder will be required to install all necessary street 
i n ~ p ~ o ~ e m e n ~ s  along the Pine Street frontage, i n c f u d i ~ ~  curb, gutter and sidewalk and to 
make ail necessary street dedications. 

s 
e~e lop inen~  of the project site i s  subject to the payment of fees in accordance with the 

San ~oaquin County ~ ~ n l t i ~ S p e c i c s  Habitat Conservation and Open Space Plan. 
l'hc proposed project i s  consisteI~t with the San Joaquiii County Multi-Species Habitat 
~ ~ i ~ ~ ~ r v a ~ ~ o n  and Opcn Space Plan (SJMSCP), as amended, as reflected in the conditions 
of project approval Cur this proposai. Pursuant to the Final EWEIS for the Sail Joaquin 
count.?; Mul~i-Spec~es Habitat ~ o n s e ~ a ~ i o i i  and Open Space Pim (SJMSCP), dated 
November 15, 2000, and certified by the San Joaquin Council of Governments on 
Ikc,ernber 7, 2000, iniple~ie~itation of the SJMSCP i s  expected to reduce impacts to 
biological resoiirces ~ e s i ~ l t i n ~  from the proposed project to a level of less-thm- 
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s i g n ~ ~ ~ ~ i ~ t .  That d o c ~ ~ e i ~ t  is hereby incoi~orated by reference and is available for 
review during regular business hours a t  the §an Joaqui~i Council o f ~ o v e ~ n m e n t s  (6 S. El 

orado St., Suite 4~~ /S toe I~ ton ,  CA 95202) ox online at: www.sicog.org. 

CE 
~ e v c i o ~ m e n t  of the project site will require review by the ~ u i l d ~ n g  Division of the 
Conimunit~ ~evelopment D e ~ ~ a r ~ m e n t ~  who will ensure that the construction adheres to 
provisions of 2001 Title 24, 6 California's Energy Efficiency Standards for 
~ e s i d ~ ~ ~ i a ~  and ~onresideutial Idings. The Energy E f ~ c i e ~ ~ y  ~ tan~aKds  for 
Residential and ~ori~esidentiai ings were established in 1978 in response to a 
legislative ~ a ~ d a ~ e  to reduce Caiifornia's energy consumption. The standards are updated 
p e ~ i o d ~ c a ~ ~ ~  to ailow consideration and possible iiico~oration of new energy efficiency 
t c e ~ i n o l o ~ i ~ s  and methods. New ~ t a n d a r d ~  were adopted by the ~ o ~ i s s i o n  in 2001 as 
~ a ~ ~ ~ ~ e d  by Assembly Bill 970 to reduce C a l i f o ~ j a ' ~  electricity demand. The new 
standards went inio effect on Jane I ,  2001. C.onstruc~ion under these standards should 
eliminate wastefill arid iI ief~~cien~ use o f   nonrenewable resources. 

111 additioin, ~eve~i)pment o f  the site is not expected lo result in the loss of availability of  
any known mineral resourtx that would be of  future value to the region and the residents 
oflhe State. There are no knowm mineral deposits withiii the area. The soil in the area is 
a sandy iomi type with hardpan app~oxirnately 6 to 8 feet beneath the surface. There i s  
no indication that valuable minerals are located within the general area. No impacts 
associated within the loss of miiierals are expected because ofthe project. 

There are no known natural or man-made hazards existing on the site. All future 
~ ~ v ~ l o p ~ e n t  will comply with all local, State and Federal safety regulations for both 
~ o n s t i ~ ~ ~ t ~ o n  and operation of any busiiiess. The structures will be built to standards o f  
the Uniform Building Code and the CJniform Fire Code. 

trial nature of the area, the future developmeill of the property should not 
~ ~ g ~ ~ ~ ~ a i ~ t l ~ ~  affect adjacent properties, 'There are no sensitive receptors in the 
~ c i ~ h b o r ~ o o d  and there are a variety of existing industrial uses surrounding the property. 
'4dditionally, the property i s  bordered 0x1 two sides by rai!road tracks. Any future 
h ~ i ~ i ~ e s ~  will he required to comply with the City's Noise reguiations. 

SE 

The cbaiige from Chinty j ~ i s d i c t i o ~  to City .iurisdiclion will mean that the City will 
provide al! necessary public services, including police and fire service and the 
~ai:i~e:iaiice of public facilities and streets. Adequate police and fire service i s  available 
to the property. When ihe properly i s  developed, the developer will be required to 
construct ail required street i ~ n p ~ ( ~ v e ~ e i i t s ~  The City will then provide ongoing 
n ~ a i I ~ t e I i ~ i ~ ~ .  The Citywide ~evelopnie~it  Impact Mitigatioii Fee schedule was adopted 
to Ensure tbat new d e ~ e l o p ~ e n t  generates sufficient revenue to maintain specified levels 
of service in h d i .  in addition, the l,o& Unified School District has adopted a fee per 
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squase foot that i s  intended to mitigate the cost of providing school services to new 
de~~e~op i~ ien t .  

Page 9-5 of the General Plan Policy ocuinent states that the City shall add personnel, 
equipment, or faci!ities necessary to ntain a m i ~ i ~ n m  three (3) minute travel time for 
fire calls. Page 9-6 of the Policy Docunient goes on to state that the City shall also strive 
to ~ ~ a i n ~ a ~ n  a staff ratio o f  3.1 police officers per 1,000 popu1at~on with response times 
a~craging three (3) ~ ~ n n t e ~  for emergency calk and 40 minutes for noii emergency calls. 
Impact fees are calculated on new development based on use and density to generate 
enough revenue to preserve adequate service leveis, thereby miti~ating potential adverse 
impacts on g o ~ e r n ~ ~ ~ ~ i t a ~  services to less than s i g i i i ~ e ~ t  levels. 

vxc s. 
The General Plan EIR points out on page 10-2 that at the time the General Plan was 
prep~red in  1989> there was a design treatment capacity of 6.2 MGD. A planned (and 
later c o ~ p l e ~ e d )  expansion increased capacity to 8.5 MGD in 1991. Assuming that 
residential growth was to continue at the planned two (2) percent annual rate, and that 
flows would increase at a propo~io~iate rate, the City’s White Slough Water Pollution 
Control Facility ( ~ ; S ~ P C F )  has adequate capacity for the life of the 20 year plan. In 
fact, residential grow& has not reached the two (2) percent mark since the plan was 
adopted, Over the last five- (5) years, growth has averaged 1.63%. This being the case, 
there is estimated to be excess carrying capacit.y at the ~ ~ W P C F ,  eiiough to mitigate any 
impacts of the rien’ dcvelopmeI~t to less than signi~cant levels. 

The General Plan EIK, page 10-3 outlines the City’s storm water collection, distribution, 
and disposal system. In Lodi, storm water is discharged to the Mol~elumne River and the 
Woodbridgc irrigation District (WID) Canal. The project area’s storm drainage will Row 
to the f-Basin drainage basin. The C-Basin was engine~red with a capacity to handle 
storm w~ater runoff from a il8-hour, 100-year storm. Storm runoff from the development 
of the pmjec: sire will not impact the City’s existing drainage basins. 

Page 10-1 o f  the General Plan EIR explains that the water supply for the entire City is 
provided hy a groundwater aquifer, tapped into by a system of interconnected City wells. 
~ s c o r ~ ~ n g  to L.odi standards, one water well shall he maintaiiied per each 2,000 
population. New weiis are drilied as necessary to provide an adequate supply 
e o ~ n ~ e ~ ~ s u r a ~ e  with growth. At the time the General Plan was drafted in 1987, water 
denland stood at 13.7 MGD. According to 
estimates prepared in 1991, de~elopinent provided for by the General Plan would create 
demand for  p pro xi mat el^ 7.S MGD o f  water, or 67 percent more than the cunent 
amount. 

ed previoL~s1~ in this initial study, due to the affect of the City’s Growth 
~ a ~ a ~ e ~ ~ e n ~  Program, growth has not r e a ~ ~ i ~ d  the Levels anticipated in 1991 ~ reducing 
the anticipated per capita eonsun~ption of water. in addition, increased water 
conservation efforts by the City beginning in 1995 have also reduced the per capita 
e ~ ? n s u ~ ~ p t ~ o n  o f  water to less than expected levels. With 26 water wells eurrenliy in 
~pei.;itioii t lwe  i s  estimated to be a ~ u f ~ c i e n t  supply of water. 

In 1991, it had grown to 14.1 MGD. 
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~ o n s i d e ~ ~ n ~  the afo~e~eiitioned initigatin~ fa.ctors, any impacts on the water supply 
created because o f  the Galantiire Aiuiexationireorgariizalian are reduced to less than 
s i ~ n ~ ~ c a n ~  levels. 

~ e v e I o ~ m e ~ i t  o f  the prqject area wouid not affect a scenic vista or scenic highway 
becarrse there me no known or recognized scenic views or highways in or ~mmed~ateiy 
arouird the project area. 

" C  A L  

~ ~ ~ n e ~ ~ ~ i o n  and the e s ~ a b ~ ~ s b ~ ~ n t  of \and use reguIations wit1 not create a physical 
change of the project siie. As stated many times in this document, by e s ~ b ~ i s h i n g  land 
use regulations for the property there will be a potential for development at which time 
wili be sepasateiy ~equired to be reviewed under CEQA. The C o i n m ~ i t y  Development 
 en^ wili review any proposed fbtwe d~~,elopment for its impact on cuiturai and 
~ ~ ~ ~ o l o ~ i c a l  values or resources. The property has been farmed for many years. It i s  

unlikely that any pa~eontolo~ical or archaeological si'cifaccts survived the continuous 
cultivation o f  the property. If during future const?uctiou~ artifacts are reveaied, work will 
he stopped and a field study conducted. 

v. 
?'lie future ~ e ~ e l o p ~ ~ e n t  o f  the project site will not increase the populatioii o f  Lodi, and 
will not create an increase in the demand for recrea~ionai opportunities. 'The City's Parks 
Master pian adopted in January of i 994 has taken into account the recreationai needs of 
Lo&, and bas included the project area and its demand in its projections. The Parks 
Master Plan i s  a 15-);car plan that identifies improvemei~ts to existing parks and new park 
areas ~ ~ o ~ ~ ~ h o ~ ~  Lodi ~ ~ ~ ~ i u d ~ n ~  a n e i g l ~ ~ ? h o o ~  park less t1m.n 5'4 mile to the northwest of 
the project site. ~ o n t ~ n u c ~  progress with the iniplementat~on o f  this plan is anticipated to 
provide parks and recreational opportuni~ies at no less than a satisfactory level. -Jhere are 
no existing recreational oppo~~unities on this property. 
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Lodi, CA. 95240; 

ion of A-U, A ~ c u I t u r e ~ ~ r b a n  
esewe (San ~ o a ~ u i n  County); 

, ail legal ~ r e r e ~ u j ~ i t e s  to the approval o f  this request have occurred. 

ty of Lodi as follows: 

c o m p ~ ~ ~ c e  with the 
d the ~ u i ~ e i i n e s  

2. It is found that the parcel to he   rezoned is the arcel located at 5952 East Pine Street 

found that the re ested ~ r ~ z o n i n ~  of -2, Heavy I n d u s ~ a l  i s  not in conflic~ 
olicies of  the Gen of the City and will serve sound 

at the parcel of the proposed r e z o ~ ~ n g  i s  piiysical~y s u j t a ~ l ~  for 
industr~al ~ ~ v ~ l o ~ ~ e n t .  



ORDINANCE NO. ____ 
 

AN ORDINANCE OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AMENDING 
THE OFFICIAL DISTRICT MAP OF THE CITY OF LODI AND 
THEREBY PREZONING THE PARCEL LOCATED AT 5952 

EAST PINE STREET (APN 049-090-13) FROM SAN JOAQUIN 
COUNTY A-U, AGRICULTURAL URBAN RESERVE TO M-2, 

HEAVY INDUSTRIAL 
================================================================ 
 
BE IT ORDAINED BY THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AS FOLLOWS: 
 
Section 1. The Official District Map of the City of Lodi adopted by Title 17 of the Lodi 
Municipal Code is hereby amended as follows: 
 
The parcel located at 5952 East Pine Street (APN 049-090-13) is hereby prezoned as 
follows: 
 

10-acre parcel - San Joaquin County A-U, Agricultural Urban Reserve to 
M-2, Heavy Industrial, as shown on the Vicinity Map, on file in the office of 
the City Clerk. 
 

Section 2. The alterations, changes, and amendments of said Official District Map of 
the City of Lodi herein set forth have been approved by the City Planning Commission 
and by the City Council of this City after public hearings held in conformance with 
provisions of Title 17 of the Lodi Municipal Code and the laws of the State of California 
applicable thereto. 
 
Section 3 - No Mandatory Duty of Care.  This ordinance is not intended to and shall not 
be construed or given effect in a manner which imposes upon the City, or any officer or 
employee thereof, a mandatory duty of care towards persons or property within the City 
or outside of the City so as to provide a basis of civil liability for damages, except as 
otherwise imposed by law. 
 
Section 4 - Severability.  If any provision of this ordinance or the application thereof to any 
person or circumstances is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other provisions or 
applications of the ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid provision or 
application.  To this end, the provisions of this ordinance are severable.  The City Council 
hereby declares that it would have adopted this ordinance irrespective of the invalidity of 
any particular portion thereof. 
 
Section 5. All ordinances and parts of ordinances in conflict herewith are repealed 
insofar as such conflict may exist. 
 
Section 6. This ordinance shall be published one time in the “Lodi News Sentinel,” a 
daily newspaper of general circulation printed and published in the City of Lodi and shall 
be in force and take effect thirty days from and after its passage and approval. 
       
 
 



      Approved this____ day of _________, 2004 
 
 
 
 ___________________________________ 
 LARRY D. HANSEN 
 Mayor 
Attest: 
 
 
 
SUSAN J. BLACKSTON 
City Clerk 
 
State of California 
County of San Joaquin, ss. 
 
I, Susan J. Blackston, City Clerk of the City of Lodi, do hereby certify that Ordinance No. 
____ was introduced at a regular meeting of the City Council of the City of Lodi held 
March 17, 2004, and was thereafter passed, adopted, and ordered to print at a regular 
meeting of said Council held ___________, 2004, by the following vote: 
 
 AYES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 NOES:  COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
 ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS –  
 
I further certify that Ordinance No. ____ was approved and signed by the Mayor on the 
date of its passage and the same has been published pursuant to law. 
 
 
 
 
  SUSAN J. BLACKSTON 
  City Clerk 
 
Approved as to Form: 
 
 
 
D. STEPHEN SCHWABAUER 
Interim City Attorney 



RESOLUTION NO. 2004-52 

A KESOLUTION OF THE LODl CITY COUNCIL CERTIFYING 

ENVIKONMENTAL DOCUMENTATION FOR THE PREZONE 
AND INITIATION OF ANNEXATION OF PKOP~RTY L~CATED AT 

5952 EAST PINE STREET, LODl 

THE NEGATIVE DECLARATION ND-03-13 AS ADEQUATE 

WHEREAS, public hearings were held by the Planning Commission and City 
Council on January 28 and March 17, 2004, respectively, on the following described 
project: 

Prezoning and Initiation of Annexation of ten acres located at 5952 E. Pine 
Street (APN 049-090-13). Prezoning from San Joaquin County AU, 
Agricultural Urban Reserve, to M-2, Heavy Industrial. 

WHEREAS, a Negative Declaration (ND-03-13) has been prepared in compliance 
with the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as amended, and the Guidelines 
provided thereunder. Fu~her, the Planning Commission has reviewed and considered 
the in fo rm~~~on contained in said Negative Declaration with respect to the project 
identified in its Resolution No. P.C. 04-10; and 

W H ~ K E A ~ ,  it is the Planning Commi§sion’§ recommendation that City Council 
approve its finding that the Negative Declaration is adequate environmental 
documentation. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the City Council has reviewed ail 
documen~ation and hereby certifies the Negative Declaration as adequate environmen~al 
documentation for this project located at 5952 E. Pine Street. 

Dated: March 17, 2004 
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .  

I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2004-52 was passed and adopted by the City 
Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held March 17, 2004, by the following 
vote: 

AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS - Beckman, Hitchcock, Howard, Land, and 
Mayor Hansen 

NOES: COUNCIL MEMBERS - None 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS - None 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS - None 

SUSAN J. BLAC~STON 
City Clerk 
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RESOLUTION NO. 2004-53 

A RESOLUTION OF THE LODl CITY COUNCIL FOR APPLICATION 
TO THE SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY LOCAL AGENCY FORMATION 

COMMISSION IN THE MATTER OF THE GALA~TINE 
ANN~XATION/REO~GANIZATIO~, I ~ C L U D I N ~  THE DETACHMENT 
OF CERTAIN TERRITORY WITHIN THE AREA PROPOSED FOR 

ANNEXATION TO THE CITY OF LODI 

_1_________1_-______---------_------------------------------------ .................................................................. 
WHEREAS, fhis proposal ts made pursuant to the Local Government 

Reorganization Act; and 

WHEREAS, the nature of the proposed change of organization is the annexation 
to the City of Lodi of an area comprising a ten-acre parcel more or less adjacent to the 

ted at 5952 East Pine Street; and withdrawal of said ten acres from the 
re District and the Northern San Joaquin County Water Conservation 

District, located within the area to be annexed to the City of Lodi (APN 049-090-13), as 
described in Exhibit A attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference; and 

WHEREAS, the subject area proposed to be annexed to the City of Lodi and 
detached from the Mokelumne Fire District and the Northern San Joaquin County Water 
Conservation District is uninhabited; and 

WH~REAS, no new districts are proposed to be formed by this reorganization; 
and 

WHEREAS, the reasons for this proposal are as follows: 

(1) The uninhabited subject area is within the urban confines of the City and 
will generate service needs substantially similar to that of other incorporated urban 
areas which require municipal government service; 

Annexation to the City of Lodi of the subject area will result in improved 
economics of scale in government operations while improving coordination in the 
delivery of planning services; 

(2) 

(3) The residents and taxpayers of the County of San Joaquin will benefit 
from the proposed reorganization as a result of savings to the County by reduction of 
County required services in unincorporated but urban oriented area; 

(4) The subject area proposed to be annexed to the City of Lodi is 
geographically, socially, economi~ally~ and politically part of the same urban area of 
which the City of Lodi is aiso a part; 

The subject area IS within the Lodi Sphere of Influence; and (5) 



(6) Future inhabitants in the subject area will gain immediate response in 
regard to police and fire protection, unlimited City garbage and trash collection service, 
street lighting service, a modern sewer system, other municipal services, and 
improvement of property values. 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Lodi City Council that the San 
Joaquin County Local Agency Formation Commission is hereby requested to approve 
the proposed “Galantine Annexation,” which includes annexation of ten acres more or 
less, and detachment from the Mokelumne Fire District and the Northern San Joaquin 
County Water Conservation District as described in Exhibit A attached hereto. This is all 
subject to the aforementioned terms and conditions. 

Dated: March 17, 2004 __________---_______---_--__-----_-_------------_------------_---- ______-_____-___-__------_--------------_-------------------------- 
I hereby certify that Resolution No. 2004-53 was passed and adopted by the City 

Council of the City of Lodi in a regular meeting held March 17, 2004, by the following 
vote: 

AYES: COUNCIL MEMBERS - Beckman, Hitchcock, Howard, 
Land, and Mayor Hansen 

NOES: COUNCIL MEM~ERS - None 

ABSENT: COUNCIL MEMBERS - None 

ABSTAIN: COUNCIL MEMBERS - None 

SUSAN J. B L A C ~ T O N  
City Clerk 

2004-53 



T n 

EROJECT DESCRIPTION 

The ~alantine ~ ~ n e x a ~ i o n  is a p r o ~ o ~ a l  to annex, B ~ e n d  the general plan o and use 
d e ~ i ~ n a ~ i o n ,  and p r e ~ ~ o ~ ~ e  B l ~ - a c r e  p r o p e ~  on tbe ~ o n t h  side o f ~ a s t  Pine Street, 
just wevt of the Cent r~ l  C a ~ ~ f o r n ~ a  Traet~on Line. More spee~~eal ly ,  the praperty is 
lo~ated at 5952 E. Pine Street, at the eastern edge of Lodi, ~ s ~ e s s o r  Parce~ N n ~ h e r :  
( ~ 4 ~ - ~ ~ ~ - 1 ~ ) .  

At present, the s~bject parcel is in San Joa~uin County ad,iaeent to the eastern 
bo~Rdaries ofthe 
Plan d ~ ~ g n a t ~ ~ n  of I-L, L i ~ i ~ e d  ~ n d ~ s ~ r ~ a l  Zone, a zone int~nded to provide for 
light ~anufacturiRg, warehousin~, ~ ~ h o l e ~ a ~ ~ n ~ ,  eonstruetiou c o ~ i ~ r a c t i n ~  and 
d i s t r ~ ~ ~ ~ t i o n .  The ~ o u ~ t y  Z o n i n ~  des a t i o ~  of AU, A ~ r i e n l t ~ r ~ U r ~ a n  Reserve is 
intended to r e t ab  in agr~cui~ure those areas ~ l a n ~ e d  for ~ t u r e  urbafl development 
in order to ~ a c i ~ ~ ~ a ~ e  c o ~ p a c t ,  orderly urban develop~ent  and to assure the proper 
tim~ng and e ~ o n o n ~ ~ ~ a l  ~ r o ~ i ~ i o n  of services and ntjliti~s. 

lo order to  evel lo^ within the City of Lodi, the applicant has app~ied for an 
Anne~a~ ion  and for Pre-zoni~ig.  hen annexed lo the City of Lodi, the pro~erty 
will retain the e ~ i s t i n ~  City  ene era^ Plan d ~ i g n a t ~ a n  of NX, Heavy ~ndustrial and 
will be ~ r e - z ~ ~ e d  to the City ~ o n ~ n g  designatjon o f  M-2, heavy i ~ d u s t r i a ~ ,  to match 
the G ~ n ~ r a i  Plan des~gna~ion. At present the a ~ p ~ i c a n t  bas not indicated any 
speciFIe development plan for the property. It i s  likely that the property will 
devefay with some type o ~ ~ n d ~ s t ~ i a i  use s j ~ i I a r  to the other propert~es in the 
s n r r o n n ~ i n ~  area. 

City limits. The property has a San ~oaquin County General 
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NOTICE OF PUBLIC HEARINO 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN lhai on 
'Wednesday, March 17, 2009 &I Ihe hour 01 
7.00 P.m.. or it5 Soen lharoallot BQ lho mal- 
lor mey be lieaid. Ihe City Council wiil conl 
dud a Psblk lianrinp iil file Csmagir, 
Forum. 305 We11 Pioo Slrettl. Lodi. lo con. 
Sidw lhe ioliowiny moiler: 

Public Hearing 

13y Oi'IOi "I Ill0 LOdl c,iy C""nc,l 
s SUSAN J ULACKSTQN 
Cily Clerk 

DsiRd: MaRli 4,  2004 





On Thursday, March 4, 2004 in the City of Lodi; San Joaquin County, ~aliforn~a, a copy 
of a Notice of Public Wearing to consider the Planning Commission's recommend~t i~n of 
a p ~ ~ a v ~ i  to the City Council for a Prezoning for 5952 East Pine Street; the Prezoning is 
froin Sari Joaquiii County A-U, Agricultural Urban Reserve to M-2, Heavy lndu~trial; the 
request also includes a r ~ c o i ~ m e n d a t i o i ~  that the City Council certify Negative 
Declaration NU-03-1 3 as adequate env~ronmen~al documentation for the project and 
initiate annexation o f  the p roperty i nio the C ity (attached hereto, marked Exhibit "A), 
was posted at the foilowing four iacations: 

Lodi Public Library 
Lodi City Clerk's Office 
Lodi City Wall Lobby 
Lodi Carnegie Forum 

I deciare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct 

Executed on March 4, 2004, at Lodi. California. 

Jacqueline L. Taylor, CMC 
Deputy City Clerk 

Jennifer M. Perrin, CMC 
Reputy City Clerk 



APN;OWNER;ARDRESS;CLTY;STP.TE;ZIP 
0 ~ 9 0 9 0 1 3 ; ~ A b ~ ~ ~ I N E ,  RICHARD ;901 S CHEROKEE bN ; L O D I  ; C A ; 9 5 2 4 0  

04912029;AL,L STATE PACKERS I N C  ;PO BOX 3 5 0  ;LODI ;CA;95241 
04912039;CENTRAL C A L I F  TRACTION CO ; 9 2 0  SE QUINCY ;TOPEI(R ;KS;G6622 

04909012;iWiVliRSAL MEMOR CENTERS VI INC;5750 E PINE 9T ;LODI ;CA;91240 
04925004;MEYERS, DONALD E ; 5 9 9 0  E SARGENT RD ;LODI ;CA;91240 



il arc 

SUSAN ~ ~ A C K S T ~ N ,  CITY CLERK 
City Of Ladi 
P 0 BQX 3006 
Lodi, CA 95241-1910 

R 

THURSDAY, MAKCI-I 4, 2004 

Y 

A~MINISTR~?IVE CLERK 

J~NNIFER M P~RRIN,  CMC 
DEPUTY CITY CLERK 



On March 4, 2004; in ine City of Lodi, San Joaquin County, California. I deposited in the 
United States mail, envelopes with first-class postage prepaid thereon, contain~ng a Public 
Hearing to consider the Planning Co~inission's recommendation of approval to the City 
Council for Prezoniny for 5952 East Pine Street; the Prezoning is froin an Joaquin County 
A-U, Agricultural Urban Reserve to M-2, Heavy Industrial; the request also includes a 
~ ~ c ~ ~ m m e n d ~ t i o n  that the City Council certify Negative Declara~ion ND-03-13 as adequate 
e n ~ i r ~ n ~ i e n t a l  docu~entation for the project and initiate annexation of the property into the 
City , inarked Exhibit "A"; said envelopes were addressed as is more parti~ularly shown an 
Exhibit "B" attached liereto. 

There is a regular daily communi~ation by mail between the City of Lodi, California, and the 
places la which said envelopes were addressed. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on March 4, 2004, at Ladi, California. 

w: 

J A ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ L I N ~  L TAYLOR 
TY CITY CLERK 

- 

DEPUTY CITY CLERK 




